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In July og 1975, the United Methodist Board of ngher Educatiol# and Ministry published an
Occasjonal Paper entitled, '"The Christian Church.and the University--Some Reflections, "
by Hans Deiter Betz, In his paper, Professor Betz decried the l1m1tat1on of the church's

; igher education to that of sponsoring secular un1vers'1t1es prov1d.1ng spiritpal and
sociil services for students and maintaining theological seminaries for the "training of-
mifisters. " Dr..Betz saw litile significant involvement in the basic intellectual life of thel
of %he acadepic community on the part of any of the church’s representat1ves—-e1ther the y
professors of the theologlcal seminaries or the chaplains and the campus ministers,

Dr. Betz concluded h.;s pgper by calling for the church to "challenge the cOnceptv of 'knowl- ’
edge' which is presently advocated in the 'technolog'y -oriented’ umversuy " The mechanism
. Dre Betz'recommends for achieving this goal is the creation of "theological departments. . e
An universities at all levels." These theologlcal departments and the seminaries should be .
brought up to the same standards of basic research demanded of the rest of the'"'technology-
orientéd university," and they should be "continuously preoccupied with the examination,
exploration, and,ever new discovery of thetheological foundation of the church."

-

4

In describing a more desirable‘state\for theological education, Dr. Betz turns to the ""German
graduate model” of state university theological schools where "'these faculties ‘are under the
constant pressure of having to prove that they' are worthy of this participation in the univer-
sity. " . SR
Apparently, one proves one's worthiness by engaging in basic.research in the realms of the
natpre of truth, the knowledge of God, and the ethic’s of nucleax physics and human biology,
thus providing the university and the world-with an "idealistic and\humanistic consensus'
which will "protect the university from the enemies within its walls.". The new enemies of -
the umverS1t3 (after its victory over the church) are "fnagmentat1on sq)ec1al1zat1on, imper-
sonalization," and the "powerful political and economic interests hich determine what is
done and not done in rese’ﬁ:h and\ education," ) . \r/

/
— - ’ b
i

pr. Betz might be faulted i \offering an analysis that is a bitbroad for the 51gxuficant A
ptoblem he describes. Obviously, some basic research is going it American seminarigs?’
Drew University houses the Center for Bioethical Research; st. Louis Universjty provides

~
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Dr., Lamar s c ain at' DePauw University, Greencastle, Indiana. :, - ’
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a home for the Institute for the Theological Encounter “with Science and Technology; and
the United Ministries in Higher Education is proposing to add a special‘task orce.in the

.y  theological encounter with legal edycation to Ron McNeur's excellent group Wérking in the v
area of medical education,

. - °

Further, Dr, Betz's suggestion of providing théological faculties "in u;liversities at all -
1evele” might not withstand some interpretations of the copstitutional clause demanding the
. separation of church and state. Since this clause appears in many state cpnst1tut1ons as

. well as the federal document, it h&s\a.lready led to differing interpretations by state and
federal courts--permitting the inclusion of theological faculties in some state institutions
and prohibiting them elsewhere, ! '

\Vd

However, these quibbles $hould not cause us to overlqok the fact that Betz is striking at (’4
heart of a significant issue in the life of the American church. Most of the so-called "main~
stream’ .American Protestant denominations are, children of the rationalist period in philos-
ophy and theology. Since all theologies are based upon the a prioris accepted by their
créators, the denominations born in this age seem to accept as fact the existence of a
"Cartesmn wall"” between the realfns of fact and value and the superiority of the sciences to
descrzbe and to act in thé 'real world. "' . . -

. . ’ ’

. ' Thése post-enlighlenment churches made two common responses to the problems of existing
‘vn'th:%heQ; orld of expanding scientific achievement and the increasing- ador ation of science.

’

. R ) . ~
One fesponse was that of pietism. Some early pietist churches reacted to the separation of
the natural and the supernatura_l by re;ectmg the newly emerging world of scientific advance-
ment and enshrining a sunpler age as the proper place for Christian conduct (e.g. the
Anabaptists, Amish, Huftterites): Dt‘hqr pietists made a pragmatic compromlse with their
new understanding of the world.. ‘These groups entered freely into the world of scientific
and technologlcal achfev ement and became the merchants and manufacturers of the British .
e, industrial rev olution., Through their nonconfarmist religious customs, they also retained a
c tenuous hold on the re.s cogni a(thmgs received) on the other side of the Cartesian wall,
. " ' However, even \xhen dvxellmg on -sp1r1tua.l concepts, the pietists adopted.the mechanistic
model of Newton's pew science. God's will was understood in the rigid standards of the -
* Rules for W csleyan Societies; God's providence was measured ih the return granted to the
~ business enterprises of his elect; and God's mission was to transmit the glories of Christ
and western culture to*'all the heathen races in all the dark places, "

.o T . . . . .
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’ _ Much of the church still dwells in this anti-rational world. In its more intellectﬁal moments,.

it speaks of revelation without reason. .In its more proletarian manifestation, it is content
to stand uncritically on an Acrifan carpet before an electric organ to 51pg "Give me that old
time religion; it was good enough for father and it's good enough for ‘mel" )

N . ’ G- .
The other response which the church made to the new world of emp;rlclsm and scientific
discovery proved equally madequate Beginning with deism (with God as semor but absent,
mechanic), a portion of western Christendom moved progresgively through the rationalistic

reduction of all.doctrine and scripture to somet!ung acceptalfle to contemporary scientism to .

v .

the ultimate death of a transcgandent God.

Both deism and pietism in their earlier and more contemporary expressions had some
aspects in common. First, thefv«ere not able to critically evaluate tHe faith commitments
of the enllghtenmem because jhey were a part of the same philosophic age. .And secondly,
they both a:dopted a mechamstm understanding of God and of his relationship with humankind.
Consequently, these rehglous offsprmg of the Cartesian dualism proved unable to que stlon
the similar presuppésitions of the modern sciences.

- * - € .
But sciencc discovered what religion could not uncover--that the closed world model of
\ewtoman science was omen to all the vagaries of probablhty, mdetermmacy, 3,nd the

. . fntrusion of the experimeliter into the experiment. Later, in the world of social actuality,
. science was to discover.that it w#s”a moral force in the universe and that it would be held
accountable for the socigl and moral damage to society begun in the ''value free" experimen-

tation-of the laboratory. . -
. 7 [ N

 The experiments of Planck, Einstein, Bohr, Heisenberg and athers led the scientists to see
¢ the inadequacy of the Newtonian system which affirmed the ultimacy of matter the observa-
bility of reahty, causahty, predictability, and. d‘etermmlsm -

! >
s !

-
7
-

Ronald W. McXNeur, meteorologist and theologian, r%cgds the change in scfence as follows:

; energy and discarded the basic concept of realjty being
) T observable. Planck's experiménts with black Body /
~ radiation introduced the photon of light and the(quaI{tum
. ' of cnergy and disrupted both the wave thegry of light
S and the traditionally held concept of coftinuity in )ﬁature. '
Bohr's work in atomic physics had tq acknowledge the ) : -
) involven'lept of man in his study. - The scientist in the
. process of measuring can only measure what odcurs to
' the atom wEen it is responding to his measuring. .
Heisburg's principle demo ates the inability of man
to measure accurately frecord all aspectﬁ/bof a
‘situation which heis inve stlgatmg , ° .
[ - "
Thus science moved to recognize the poss1b111ty of a world that it could not see and that
could not be empirically validated., All that could be said was thaf this world seemed to be

Einstein's historic equation introduced the prigxacy of

¢
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greater than human understanding, and that there appeared to be in every system of thought,
values which were both non-empirical and essential to the system. ,

. At the same time that the Newtbman system was falling from the inside, the world outside

! of science began to question the role of science in society. We ended a great war by drop-
\ ping an atomic bomb. Then we begﬁ to ask if persons should have such godlike power,

One of the generals of that war was quoted as saying: .

- o -oeem— o= - - With the monstrous weapons man already has,-humanity -
: - is in danger of being trapped in this world by its moral
adolescents, Our knowledge of science has outstripped
our capacity to control it. . ,Man is stumbling blindly
through spiritual darkness while toying with the pre-
! carjous secrets of life and death. The world has
achieved brilliance w1thout wisdom, power without
cdnscience, Ours isa world of nuclear giants and
ethlcal infants. 2 - I
" After dropping the bomb», ‘the world entered a phasé of unprecendented scientific research--
a time when technological appl1cat1ons came faster than moral questions, We placed a man
on the moon; we created the largest peacetlme military industrial complex in the history of
humankmd our factories spewed forth ever-increasing quantities of products of dubious
social or utilitariyn value until we came to that point in American history when great numbers
of people were W111mg to agree with Arch1ba1d MacLelsh
>

" Prior to Hiroshima it had still been possible-~-increasingly .
difficult but still pOSS1b1e——to believe that science was by /
nature a human tool dbedlent to human wishes and that the ° BN
world science and its technology could create would there-
fore be a human world reflecting our human needs, our
human purposes. After Hizoshima, it was obvious that
v , the loyalty of science was not.to humanity but to truth--its

own truth--and that the law of science was not the law of
the good——what humanity thinks of as good, meaning moral,
decent, humane--but the law of the possible., What it is
possible for science to know science must know. What it
is possible for technology to do technology will have done. - . /
If it is-possible to split the atom, then the atom must be ' / '
split. Regardless. Regardless of. . .anything,3 ) B B

Thus, science discovtared the inadequacy of its-own ultimate principles. The goal of

’ medlcme—-the preservation of life--was called into question in the case of Karen.Quinlan

and thousands like her. Medicine was forced to ask if life were not, more than living., The

goal of ever- mcreasmg production has been attacked by such eminent scientists as Barry

Commoner‘i and the members of the Club of Rome who asked, "Is not life more than

having?" Simflarly, the new educators are questioning the concepts of '"value free' edu- "

cation; psychologists wonder if persons should go "beyond freedom and dignity;" an‘d 4
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geneticists are calling for moral accountabilifjr/ffor members of their profession. 6.
Surely, nO\‘\\r the time is ripe for that ‘type of basic research into '"the.nature of truth and
knowledge of God which will provide the university and the world with an 1deal1st1c and
humanistic. consensus, ' which Betz calted for in his paper. But, in order to' prOV1de this
type of academic insight i}xto\the plight of and the remedy for humanity, the church must
‘provide a philosophy which will affirx the unity of knowledge, an interdisciplinary thealo-
01c3.1 specialist to. dev elop and 1nte1‘pret the apologia,to the sciehces, and a mea.ns of support
for the system, ) . . . .-

s
7/

It is possihl'e that «ve have now available in our society the germ of sucl a philosophy, the
specialist to interpret it, and the beginning's of a. support system for such an effort. -

. . . . .
At the begmm‘ng of the twentieth century,, W1111am James and Alfred No rth Whltehead ,
rejected the ancient dualism between thought and dbject in favor of a doctrine of "purie
experience. "7 Whitehead coné¢luded that science and metaphysics were not mm{itely
dependent on each other, but that both started®rom the same ground of immediate experience
and then prodeeded’in opposite directions to acéomplish their dlffermg tasks.

( . , > ~

-

In the following genefation, Michael Polanyi was to pre e/ ta Sl lar argument. In his )
books Personal Knowledge and The Tacit Dimension, "Polanyi dem nstrated that there
\ * .existed before every system of thought a tacit dinfension. This dimension, which consisted
‘ ~ of one's inheritance of language,~thought patterns, social expectancies, and cultural alle-
N giance, determined to a great extent what one could think of, the problems one could select p
as significant and attempt to ‘solve, the approac‘h one would take in solving the problems, ,
and the fr amework in which the solut1ons would be rep&rt\ed 9 . /

\

>
.

, his work, The Logic of the SCiences and the Humanitiés, F.S.C. Northrop Summarized
Y. / th appeal of the pragmatists when he described experience as the central element of the
wagrk of the ethicist, theologiah, ‘Scientist and artist. We are all united at the point at which
we apprehend reality in this world. ‘We differ only in what our cultural and genetic inherit-
ce permits us to perceive and in our means of explicating a common reality.

// If reallty is held in common and apprehended in-common, then we need persons who can
/ stand across our fragmented disciplines, who can talk above the babel of our departmental .
J jargons to call us again to the vision of a umversally held truth, Itis poss1b1e that such an
/ ideal person exists in the Roman Church in the Jesuit communities where one frequently .
finds individual prlests with doctorates in cr1pture canon law, and the sciences or somal
/ sciences. The exnstence of such Rennalssche scholars has been of great beneflt to the
church, both in terms of its ability to communicate to the world of scholarshlp and in terms
of it /[ s ability to study and learn from the world, . . ‘ /
Unfortunately, the.Pmtestant churches have neve'r made a sifnilar investment of their
- , resources in the training of interdisciplinary scholars. Nor do they have a large body of
" scholars.free of family ties and obedient to the church whq. may be commissioned to invest
their lives in crobsdisciplinary fields where scholarly recogn tlon is rare and promotions
_ and tenure even rarer. =\

v 1
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ving in a world not Qf the'rr own making where their expertié’e is not primary;.constantly
working with experts in other fields, raising value questions and testing the "theologies' of
these other disciplines; interpreting the gospdl to those who need to hear it--and whe want-—- - — -
// to hear it as did the people of Athens--in their own tongue. In otheravords, we need to
' dev elop theological scholars, -masters.in the1r craft who will g1ve their lives and resources”

. as ministers.to other disciplines’in the univer sity.

The Protestant churches already possess a few such individuals, it also may have the
‘'sceds of a support system. As was previously mentioned, our churches are involved in the ~
Nadional Center for Bioethics, in thedlogical centers‘for the study of change 1n medical and
legal education, and in specialized ministries to science and technology

fopefully, the church will soon see the need for interdisciplinary theological research and
communication und will identify the*valuable resources in personnel which already ‘exist in
these fields. Then, through the development of centers for 1nterd1sc1pl1nary scientific/
theological research, or through the creation of an dcademically oriented campus ministry
which is quv.hﬁed to speak to spec1al1zed issues in the intellectual community, the church
will again have a voice within the Walls of those institutions who determine through their

' /r%‘c arch and teaching the tharacter of the individuals and the society that will take us 1nto
the twenty-first centurv

h Id
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